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over a week after she calved, and grew poor every day, and her milk nearly
failed. I thought she would die. I procured a bottle of Dickinson's Cow Pre-
scription, on the recommendation of my neighbors, and it caused the cow to
clean, and she began to gain flesh and was soon restored to her usual quantity
of milk, and I can say that the medicine was worth to me -one-half the price
of the cow.” *. * * ‘T had a cow taken sick with milk fever Sunday night,
November 7, 1886, and lay two days covered with blankets and by advice of
my neighbors I got and gave her two bottles of Dickinson’'s Cow Prescription,
‘gave one-half bottle every three hours and warm water every- hour, and it
cured her’ * * * ‘T had a cow that did not clean for three days after
calving. I procured a bottle of your Cow Prescription and gave it according to
the directions, and the cow was all right in less than thirty-six hours after
giving, and has done first rate since.” * * * ‘I got one of my neighbors to
try it on a cow that was almost dead with Milk Fever, and it cured her.’”

On September 26, 1932, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

HENRY A. WALLACE, Secrelary of Agriculture.

19897. Misbranding of Mrs. Dinsmore’s balsam. U. 8. v. 69 Bottles of
Mrs. Dinsmore’s Balsam. Default decree of condemnation, for-
feiture, and destruetion. (No. 11575-A. F. & D. No. 28637.)

Examination of the drug produect involved in this action disclosed that the
article contained no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of pro-
ducing certain curative and therapeutic effects claimed for the article on the
bottle and carton labels.

On August 10, 1932, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid, a libel praying
seizure and condemnation of 69 bottles of Mrs. Dinsmore’s balsam, remaining
unsold in the original packages at Brooklyn, N. Y., alleging that the article
had been shipped in interstate commerce, on or about March 1, 1932, by L. M.
Brock & Co. (Inc.), from Lynn, Mass., to Brooklyn, N. Y., and charging mis-
branding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. ,

Analysis of a sample of the article by this department showed that it
consisted essentially of an antimony compound such as tartar emet1c, extracts
of plant drugs, alcohol, sugar, and water,

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the
following statements appearing on the labels, regarding the curative and
therapeutic effects of the said article, were false and fraudulent: (Bottle)
“Recommended for Coughs, * * * Hoarseness, Difficulty of Breathing,
‘Whooping Cough, * * * Huskiness of the Throat. * * * For Hoarse-
ness;’’ (carton) “In cases of Coughs, Hoarseness, Huskiness of the Throat,
Difficulty of Breathing, Whooping Cough.”

On September 28, 1932,, no claimant having appeared for the property,
judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

HENRY A. WALLACE, Secretary of Agriculture.

19898. Misbranding of Jarabe Diurético de Coqui. U. S. v. 100 Bottles of
Jarabe Diurético de Coqui. Default decree of condemnation, for-
feiture, and destruaction. (No. 7829-A. F. & D. No. 28565.)

Examination of the drug product involved in this case disclosed that the
article contained no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of pro-
ducing certain curative and therapeutic effects claimed for it on the bottle
label. The article contained alcohol which was not declared on the label, as
required by law.

On August 1, 1932, the United States attorney for the Distriet of Puerto
‘Rico, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 100 bottles of the said Jarabe Diurético De Coquf,
alleging that the article was in possession of J. M. Blanco (Inc.), San Juan,
P. R, and was being sold and offered for sale in Puerto Rico, and charging
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended.

Analysis by this department of a sample of the article showed that it con-
sisted essentially of extract of plant material such as coqui, aleohol (3.7 per-
cent), sugar, and water.
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It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the pack- |
age failed to bear on the label a statement of the quantity or proportion of :
aleohol contained in the said article. Misbranding was alleged for the further
reason that the following statements appearing in Spanish on the labeling,
regarding the curative or therapeutic effects of the article, were false and
fraudulent: (Bottle label, translation) ‘“Used for diseases of the Kidneys,
‘Bladder, Urethra and in Inflammations.”

On September 21, 1932, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

HeNRY A. WALLACB, Secretary of Agriculture.

19899. Adulteration and misbranding of fluidextract of ergot. U. S. v.
7% Pints of Fluidextract of Ergot. Default decree of condemna-
tion, forfeiture, and destruetion. (No. 11773-A. F. & D. No. 28728.)

This case involved the shipment of a product which was represented in the
labeling as being of pharmacopoeial standard and which was shown by exam-
ination to possess a potency of approximately two-thirds of that required by
the United States Pharmacopoeia for fluidextract of ergot.

On August 19, 1932, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 71 pints of fluidextract of ergot, remaining unsold at Newark, N.
J., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
May 5, 1932, by Blackman & Blackman (Inc.), from New York, N. Y, to
Newark, N. J., and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the
%)%d and drugs act., The article was labeled in part: ‘ Fluid Extract Ergot,

S.p.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it was .
sold under a name recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia, and differed
from the standard of strength as determined by the test laid down in said phar-
macopoeia, and its own standard of strength was not stated upon the container.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement on the label,
* Fluid Extract Ergot U.S.P.,” was false and misleading. L

On September 29, 1932, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the produet be destroyed by the United States marshal.

HEeNRY A. WALLACE, Secretary of Agriculiure.

19900. Adulteration and misbranding of sodium salicylate tableis, blaud
and strychnine compound tablets, phenolphthalein tablets, mi-
graine tablets, nitroglycerin compound tablets, fluidextract of
ergot, tincture of aconite, and Wiley’s Alcoholic Extract of Cod
Liver Oil; misbranding of Narco syrup of the hypophosphites.
U. S§S. v. Hance Bros. & White (Inc.). Plea of nolo contendere.
Fine, $200, (F., & D. No. 27484. I. 8. Nos. 2440, 27837, 27841, 28002,
28003, 28004, 28006, 28007, 29781, 29811, 29812.) i

This action was based on the shipment in interstate commerce of various
drugs and drug preparations, which included six lots of drug tablets. The
sodium salicylate tablets, the phenolphthalein tablets, and the two lots of
nitroglycerin tablets were found to contain smaller amounts of the said drugs
than declared. The blaud and strychnine tablets and the migraine tablets also
were found to contain a smaller amount of one of the drugs than declared on
the labels. The fluidextract of ergot and the tincture of aconite were both
represented to be of pharmacopoeial standard and failed to meet the pharmaco-
poeial tests, the former being essentially inert, i.e., possessing about one-sixth
of the required potency of the therapeutically important principle of fluid-
extract of ergot U.S.P. The case also covered two shipments of a drug prep-
aration, labeled “ Wiley’s * * * Alcoholic Extract of Cod Liver Oil,” and
one labeled, “Narco Syrup of the Hypophosphites.” Examinations of these
drug preparations disclosed that they contained no ingredients or combinations
of ingredients capable of producing certain curative and therapeutic effects
claimed in the labeling. One lot of the so-called Wiley’s extract of cod-liver

oil was tested biologically, and was found to be worthless as a source of vi-

tamin D, one of the therapeutically important principles of cod-liver oil.

On August 3, 1932, the United States attorney for the Eastern Distriet of

Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the

District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid an information



